MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

“Expecting Excellence Every Day”

MEMORANDUM

DATE: March 20, 2008

TO: Senate Judiciary Committee Members
House Judiciary Committee Members
Senate Judiciary and Corrections Appropriations Subcommittee Members
House Corrections Appropriations Subcommittee Members

FROM: Heidi Washington
Administrative Assistant

SUBJECT: Legislative Report on the Special Alternative Incarceration Program

Pursuant to the requirements of MCL 791.234a(9) and section 611 of PA 124 of 2007,
the Department of Corrections has completed its 2007 annual report on the operation of
the Special Alternative Incarceration (boot camp) program. This report can be viewed at
www.michigan.gov/corrections.

C Dennis Straub, CFA
Jacques McNeely, DMB
Lindsay Hollander, SFA
Marilyn Peterson, HFA



PRISONER ADMISSIONS BY OFFENSE TYPE

The controlling sentence for each of the 801 male and 70 female prisoners who entered the
program during 2007 was used for the groupings listed below. For prisoners serving more than
one sentence, the sentence with the longest minimum term is the controlling sentence.

Each of the following offense type groupings contains offenses which are similar in nature. For
example, the "Fraud™ category contains all cases involving financial transactions where trickery
or deceit was an element of the crime.

OFFENSE TYPE PERCENT
OF TOTAL
Males Females
1. Drug Offenses 26.3% 14.8%
2. Breaking & Entering 20.8% 19.7%
3. Assault 11.4% 11.5%
4. Unauthorized driving 12.9% 9.8%
5. Robbery 7.5% 6.6%
6. Larceny 8.5% 11.5%
7. Fraud 3.7% 16.4%
8. Weapons 4.4% 3.3%
9. Miscellaneous 3.5% 4.9%
10. Larceny From Persons 1.1% 1.6%
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Comparison of Two-Year Follow-Up Outcomes for Paroles From SAI-Prison
vs. All Paroles

The attached table provides detailed information regarding two-year follow-up outcomes for all

offenders versus SAI-Prison offenders who paroled in 1998 as a baseline year for measurement,
and in 2004 as the most recent available release cohort for recidivism analysis due to the need to
allow for a two-year follow-up period.

The table includes follow-up outcomes for all Michigan offenders who paroled to field
supervision in Michigan during the two years. The table excludes offenders who paroled into the
custody of another jurisdiction (such as federal detention), or who paroled to field supervision in
other states under the Interstate Compact, or who paroled to Michigan field supervision from
other states under the Compact, or who died within the two-year period.

The follow-up period is a standard two years for every offender in the table (unless they returned
to prison sooner than that), regardless of whether the parole term was still active or the offender
had successfully discharged from parole supervision before two years had passed. Parole terms
are typically two years in length. However, a uniform follow-up period is essential for recidivism
analysis to control for time at risk, so the analysis tracked recidivism outcomes within two years
of release even if the parole terms had already expired within that time.

As to the measurement of recidivism, it is possible for paroled offenders to return to prison as
technical rule violators, or with new sentences, or both. When both, the cases appear in the new
sentence column - which includes parole violators with new sentences as well as new court
commitments in the event that the new crimes occurred after the parole terms had ended.

Another form of failure reflected in the attached table (but somewhat different because the
subjects are not back in prison) is offenders who were on parole absconder status at the end of
two years. While on absconder status, parolees are obviously not successes at that point; but it is
also important to note that they are not automatically headed back to prison either, and instead
are pending review for violations and potential revocation.

The determining factor in the disposition of a parole absconder is an assessment of offender risk.
When risk is determined to be low (such as when an absconder is still employed and generally
following parole rules, but failed to report), then the parole agent may continue to work with the
case and impose local sanctions, possibly increase supervision of the case, and engage the
community in service delivery designed to intervene in the behavior that led to the abscond.
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Baseline Recidivism Rate

The outcomes for offenders in the attached table who paroled in 1998 represent the baseline
recidivism rate against which the impact of recidivism reduction initiatives is being determined.
This is because 1998 was the most recent year that was far enough in the past to enable eventual
extension of the follow-up period to as long as four years from the date of parole (the length of
the longest parole terms) and yet end prior to the initiation in 2003 of the department’s Five Year
Plan to Control Prison Growth. Administrative and statutory measures implemented as part of
the Five Year Plan represent a myriad of new actions designed, in large part, to bring down the
recidivism rate, so the baseline rate needed to use an offender release cohort whose long-term
follow-up period ended before those actions commenced.

Consequently, the baseline recidivism rate (1998) in the attached table against which to
determine the impact of recidivism reduction measures shows that, on average, 51.3% of paroled
offenders would be expected to successfully remain in the community two years after release.
Within that time, the other 48.7% would either return to prison with new sentences (12.3%), or
return to prison as parole technical violators (26.5%), or be on parole absconder status (9.9%).

In the case of SAI-Prison parolees, the baseline data show a 6.3% higher success rate than
for all of the baseline paroles as a whole, with lower failure rates among the SAI-Prison
cases for every type of failure.

Subsequent Recidivism Trend Results Against the Baseline Recidivism Rate

The results of the recidivism analysis in the attached table show an overall improvement of 2.4%
in the two-year success rate for the 2004 offender release cohort as a whole compared to the
baseline year, but the SAI-Prison parole results for the 2004 cohort again show a 6.4%
higher success rate than for all of the 2004 paroles as a whole, and again with lower failure
rates among the SAI-Prison cases for every type of failure when compared to all parolees in
the cohort.

It is also useful to note a 5.2% improvement among the 2004 SAI-Prison paroles compared
to their own 1998 baseline data for the percentage of failures that were returned to prison
within two years as parole technical violators or new sentence admissions. The
corresponding 2.8% increase in SAI-Prison parolees on absconder status after two years (rather
than already back in prison), along with the improvement in the overall success rate, together
demonstrate that time to failure has also begun to be extended. Though absconder status is not a
positive standing, it must be remembered that about 8 of every 10 absconders are ultimately
continued on parole.”

SAIl-Probationer outcomes will be retooled for the calculation of recidivism in the near future.
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Comparison of Two-Year Follow-Up Outcomes for Paroles From SAI-Prison vs. All Paroles
All Releases to Parole in 1998 (Baseline Year) and in 2004 (Most Recent Cohort with 2-yr. Follow-Up Completed)

(Flat Two-Year Follow-Up Regardless of Parole Status)

SUCCESS FAILURE BY PERCENT TO TOTAL
TOTAL Technical New Total Total Technical New

YEAR CASES! Total Total Absconds® | Violators® Sentence Success Failure Absconds | Violators | Sentence

1998

Baseline 10,054 5,157 4,897 1,000 2,663 1,234 51.3 48.7 9.9 26.5 12.3
All Paroles

1998

Baseline
SAIl-Prison 564 325 239 51 127 61 57.6 42.4 9.0 22.5 10.8
Paroles

2004

Cohort

—_— 10,818 5,808 5,010 1,533 1,975 1,502 53.7 46.3 14.2 18.3 13.9
All Paroles

2004

M 576 346 230 68 86 76 60.1 39.9 11.8 14.9 13.2
SAI-Prison

Paroles

SOURCE DATA: Corrections Management Information System (CMIS)

! Follow-up includes two years from parole for prisoners paroled to Michigan counties
2 On Abscond status after two years from parole
® If a prisoner returned as a Technical Violator but also received a New Sentence within two years, the case is counted only in the New Sentence column.
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Appendix A - 2007 ADMISSIONS BY COUNTY -PROBATIONER

MALES FEMALES

Sentencing Number of % of Total Sentencing Number of % of Total

County Admissions Admissions County Admissions Admissions
Alcona 0 0.0% | Alcona 0 0.0%
Alger 0 0.0% | Alger 0 0.0%
Allegan 1 0.1% | Allegan 0 0.0%
Alpena 1 0.1% | Alpena 0 0.0%
Antrim 1 0.1% | Antrim 0 0.0%
Arenac 1 0.1% | Arenac 0 0.0%
Baraga 0 0.0% | Baraga 0 0.0%
Barry 0 0.0% | Barry 0 0.0%
Bay 16 1.9% | Bay 0 0.0%
Benzie 1 0.1% | Benzie 0 0.0%
Berrien 19 2.3% | Berrien 2 4.3%
Branch 2 0.2% | Branch 0 0.0%
Calhoun 1 0.1% | Calhoun 0 0.0%
Cass 0 0.0% | Cass 0 0.0%
Charleviox 0 0.0% | Charleviox 0 0.0%
Cheboygan 1 0.1% | Cheboygan 0 0.0%
Chippewa 0 0.0% | Chippewa 0 0.0%
Clare 1 0.1% | Clare 0 0.0%
Clinton 3 0.4% | Clinton 0 0.0%
Crawford 0 0.0% | Crawford 0 0.0%
Delta 1 0.1% | Delta 0 0.0%
Dickinson 0 0.0% | Dickinson 0 0.0%
Eaton 3 0.4% | Eaton 0 0.0%
Emmet 0 0.0% | Emmet 0 0.0%
Genesee 92 8.7% | Genesee 4 8.7%
Gladwin 0 0.0% | Gladwin 0 0.0%
Gogebic 0 0.0% | Gogebic 0 0.0%
Grand Traverse 1 0.1% | Grand Traverse 0 0.0%
Gratiot 0 0.0% | Gratiot 0 0.0%
Hillsdale 6 0.7% | Hillsdale 1 2.2%
Houghton 0 0.0% | Houghton 0 0.0%
Huron 0 0.0% | Huron 0 0.0%
Ingham 9 1.1% | Ingham 0 0.0%
lonia 0 0.0% | lonia 0 0.0%
losco 0 0.0% | losco 0 0.0%
Iron 0 0.0% | Iron 0 0.0%
Isabella 3 0.4% | Isabella 0 0.0%
Jackson 19 2.3% | Jackson 1 2.2%
Kalamazoo 25 3.0% | Kalamazoo 0 0.0%
Kalkaska 0 0.0% | Kalkaska 0 0.0%
Kent 38 4.6% | Kent 4 8.7%
Keweenaw 0 0.0% | Keweenaw 0 0.0%
Lake 0 0.0% | Lake 0 0.0%
Lapeer 3 0.4% | Lapeer 0 0.0%




Appendix A - 2007 ADMISSIONS BY COUNTY -PROBATIONER - Cont.

MALES FEMALES

Sentencing Number of % of Total Sentencing Number of % of Total

County Admissions Admissions County Admissions  Admissions
Leelanau 0 0.0% | Leelanau 0 0.0%
Lenawee 1 0.1% | Lenawee 1 2.2%
Livingston 9 1.1% | Livingston 3 6.5%
Luce 0 0.0% | Luce 0 0.0%
Mackinac 0 0.0% | Mackinac 0 0.0%
Macomb 74 9.0% | Macomb 1 2.2%
Manistee 1 0.1% | Manistee 0 0.0%
Marquette 1 0.1% | Marquette 0 0.0%
Mason 2 0.2% | Mason 0 0.0%
Mecosta 0 0.4% | Mecosta 0 0.0%
Menominee 0 0.0% | Menominee 0 0.0%
Midland 4 0.5% | Midland 0 2.9%
Missaukee 0 0.0% | Missaukee 0 0.0%
Monroe 9 1.1% | Monroe 0 2.9%
Montcalm 4 0.5% | Montcalm 0 0.0%
Montmorency 0 0.0% | Montmorency 0 0.0%
Muskegon 18 2.2% | Muskegon 7 15.2%
Newaygo 0 0.0% | Newaygo 0 0.0%
Oakland 24 2.9% | Oakland 3 6.5%
Oceana 0 0.0% | Oceana 0 0.0%
Ogemaw 0 0.0% | Ogemaw 0 0.0%
Ontonagon 0 0.0% | Ontonagon 0 0.0%
Osceola 0 0.0% | Osceola 0 0.0%
Oscoda 0 0.0% | Oscoda 0 0.0%
Otsego 0 0.0% | Otsego 0 0.0%
Ottawa 3 0.4% | Ottawa 0 0.0%
Presque Isle 1 0.1% | Presque Isle 0 0.0%
Roscommon 1 0.1% | Roscommon 0 0.0%
Saginaw 45 5.5% | Saginaw 2 4.3%
St. Clair 11 1.3% | St. Clair 0 0.0%
St. Joseph 0 0.0% | St. Joseph 0 0.0%
Sanilac 0 0.0% | Sanilac 0 0.0%
Schoolcraft 0 0.0% | Schoolcraft 0 0.0%
Shiawassee 4 0.5% | Shiawassee 1 2.2%
Tuscola 6 0.7% | Tuscola 0 0.0%
Van Buren 2 0.2% | Van Buren 1 2.2%
Washtenaw 43 5.2% | Washtenaw 11 24.0%
Wayne 333 40.4% | Wayne 4 8.7%
Wexford 0 0.0% | Wexford 0 0.0%
Totals 824 100.0% 46 100.0%



Appendix B - 2007 ADMISSIONS BY COUNTY -PRISONER

MALES FEMALES

Sentencing Number of % of Total Sentencing Number of % of Total

County Admissions Admissions County Admissions Admissions
Alcona 0 0.0% | Alcona 0 0.0%
Alger 0 0.0% | Alger 0 0.0%
Allegan 17 2.1% | Allegan 0 0.0%
Alpena 3 0.4% | Alpena 0 0.0%
Antrim 3 0.4% | Antrim 0 0.0%
Arenac 0 0.0% | Arenac 0 0.0%
Baraga 1 0.1% | Baraga 0 0.0%
Barry 2 0.2% | Barry 0 0.0%
Bay 13 1.6% | Bay 0 0.0%
Benzie 1 0.1% | Benzie 0 0.0%
Berrien 49 6.1% | Berrien 6 8.6%
Branch 3 0.4% | Branch 0 0.0%
Calhoun 10 1.2% | Calhoun 0 0.0%
Cass 10 1.2% | Cass 0 0.0%
Charleviox 1 0.1% | Charleviox 1 1.4%
Cheboygan 4 0.5% | Cheboygan 0 0.0%
Chippewa 0 0.0% | Chippewa 0 0.0%
Clare 0 0.0% | Clare 0 0.0%
Clinton 6 0.7% | Clinton 0 0.0%
Crawford 0 0.0% | Crawford 1 1.4%
Delta 0 0.0% | Delta 0 0.0%
Dickinson 2 0.2% | Dickinson 0 0.0%
Eaton 2 0.2% | Eaton 0 0.0%
Emmet 2 0.2% | Emmet 0 0.0%
Genesee 44 5.5% | Genesee 5 7.1%
Gladwin 1 0.1% | Gladwin 0 0.0%
Gogebic 0 0.0% | Gogebic 0 0.0%
Grand Traverse 15 1.9% | Grand Traverse 0 0.0%
Gratiot 7 0.9% | Gratiot 2 2.9%
Hillsdale 6 0.7% | Hillsdale 0 0.0%
Houghton 0 0.0% | Houghton 0 0.0%
Huron 0 0.0% | Huron 0 0.0%
Ingham 10 1.2% | Ingham 1 1.4%
lonia 3 0.4% | lonia 1 1.4%
losco 1 0.1% | losco 0 0.0%
Iron 3 0.4% | Iron 0 0.0%
Isabella 5 0.6% | Isabella 0 0.0%
Jackson 15 1.9% | Jackson 2 2.9%
Kalamazoo 29 3.6% | Kalamazoo 3 4.3%
Kalkaska 1 0.1% | Kalkaska 0 0.0%
Kent 80 10.0% | Kent 8 11.4%
Keweenaw 0 0.0% | Keweenaw 0 0.0%
Lake 1 0.1% | Lake 1 1.4%
Lapeer 1 0.1% | Lapeer 0 0.0%




Appendix B - 2007 ADMISSIONS BY COUNTY -PRISONER - Cont.

MALES FEMALES

Sentencing Number of % of Total Sentencing Number of % of Total

County Admissions Admissions County Admissions Admissions
Leelanau 0 0.2% | Leelanau 0 0.0%
Lenawee 13 1.6% | Lenawee 2 2.9%
Livingston 9 1.1% | Livingston 1 1.4%
Luce 1 0.1% | Luce 0 0.0%
Mackinac 0 0.0% | Mackinac 0 0.0%
Macomb 74 9.2% | Macomb 6 8.6%
Manistee 4 0.5% | Manistee 0 0.0%
Marquette 0 0.0% | Marquette 0 0.0%
Mason 1 0.1% | Mason 0 0.0%
Mecosta 4 0.5% | Mecosta 0 0.0%
Menominee 0 0.0% | Menominee 0 0.0%
Midland 4 0.5% | Midland 0 0.0%
Missaukee 1 0.1% | Missaukee 0 0.0%
Monroe 13 1.6% | Monroe 1 1.4%
Montcalm 3 0.4% | Montcalm 1 1.4%
Montmorency 1 0.1% | Montmorency 0 0.0%
Muskegon 26 3.2% | Muskegon 3 4.3%
Newaygo 4 0.5% | Newaygo 0 0.0%
Oakland 55 6.9% | Oakland 8 11.4%
Oceana 1 0.1% | Oceana 0 0.0%
Ogemaw 3 0.4% | Ogemaw 1 1.4%
Ontonagon 0 0.0% | Ontonagon 0 0.0%
Osceola 6 0.7% | Osceola 0 0.0%
Oscoda 0 0.0% | Oscoda 0 0.0%
Otsego 11 1.4% | Otsego 0 0.0%
Ottawa 5 0.6% | Ottawa 1 1.4%
Presque lIsle 0 0.0% | Presque Isle 0 0.0%
Roscommon 5 0.6% | Roscommon 0 0.0%
Saginaw 10 1.2% | Saginaw 1 1.4%
St. Clair 10 1.2% | St. Clair 1 1.4%
St. Joseph 18 2.2% | St. Joseph 2 2.9%
Sanilac 4 0.5% | Sanilac 0 0.0%
Schoolcraft 0 0.0% | Schoolcraft 0 0.0%
Shiawassee 6 0.7% | Shiawassee 1 1.4%
Tuscola 3 0.4% | Tuscola 0 0.0%
Van Buren 8 1.0% | Van Buren 0 0.0%
Washtenaw 19 2.4% | Washtenaw 3 4.3%
Wayne 122 15.2% | Wayne 6 8.6%
Wexford 6 0.7% | Wexford 1 1.4%
Totals 801 100.0% 70 100.0%
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Appendix F - 2007 PROGRAM OUTCOMES BY COUNTY - MALE
PROBATIONER

Successful  Rule Voluntary Medical Unqualified Totals
Completion  Violator Withdrawal Termination

Alcona
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Appendix F — 2007 PROGRAM OUTCOMES BY COUNTY - MALE
PROBATIONER —Cont.

Successful  Rule Voluntary Medical Unqualified Totals

Completion Violator Withdrawal Termination
Leelanau 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lenawee 1 0 0 0 0 1
Livingston 7 0 1 2 1 11
Luce 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mackinac 0 0 0 0 0 0
Macomb 56 3 4 8 0 71
Manistee 1 0 0 0 0 1
Marquette 0 0 0 1 0 1
Mason 1 0 0 0 0 1
Mecosta 2 0 0 0 0 2
Menominee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Midland 5 0 0 0 0 5
Missaukee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Monroe 9 0 0 4 0 13
Montcalm 0 0 0 1 0 1
Montmorency 0 0 0 0 0 0
Muskegon 18 1 0 3 2 24
Newaygo 0 0 0 0 0 0
Oakland 23 0 0 1 0 24
Oceana 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ogemaw 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ontonagon 0 0 0 0 0 0
Osceola 1 0 0 0 0 1
Oscoda 0 0 0 0 0 0
Otsego 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ottawa 3 0 0 0 0 3
Presque lIsle 2 0 0 0 0 2
Roscommon 1 0 0 0 0 1
Saginaw 38 2 1 0 0 41
St. Clair 10 1 0 2 0 13
St. Joseph 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sanilac 0 0 0 0 0 0
Schoolcraft 0 0 0 0 0 0
Shiawassee 5 0 0 0 0 5
Tuscola 4 0 0 0 0 4
Van Buren 2 0 0 0 0 2
Washtenaw 33 2 3 8 6 46
Wayne 268 25 40 17 6 356
Wexford 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 651 41 62 68 14 836



Appendix F -2007 PROGRAM OUTCOMES BY COUNTY - FEMALE

Successful
Completion

PROBATIONER

Rule
Violator

Voluntary
Withdrawal

Medical
Termination

Unqualified

Totals
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Arenac
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Appendix F — 2007 PROGRAM OUTCOMES BY COUNTY - FEMALE
PROBATIONER - Cont.

Successful  Rule Voluntary Medical Unqualified Totals

Completion Violator Withdrawal Termination
Leelanau 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lenawee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Livingston 3 0 0 0 0 3
Luce 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mackinac 0 0 0 0 0 0
Macomb 1 0 0 0 0 1
Manistee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Marquette 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mason 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mecosta 0 0 0 0 0 0
Menominee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Midland 0 0 0 0 0 0
Missaukee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Monroe 0 0 0 0 0 0
Montcalm 0 0 0 0 0 0
Montmorency 0 0 0 0 0 0
Muskegon 4 0 0 3 1 8
Newaygo 0 0 0 0 0 0
Oakland 3 0 0 0 0 3
Oceana 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ogemaw 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ontonagon 0 0 0 0 0 0
Osceola 0 0 0 0 0 0
Oscoda 0 0 0 0 0 0
Otsego 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ottawa 0 0 0 0 0 0
Presque lIsle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Roscommon 0 0 0 0 0 0
Saginaw 2 0 0 0 0 2
St. Clair 0 0 0 0 0 0
St. Joseph 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sanilac 0 0 0 0 0 0
Schoolcraft 0 0 0 0 0 0
Shiawassee 0 1 0 0 0 1
Tuscola 0 0 0 0 0 0
Van Buren 1 0 0 0 0 1
Washtenaw 6 0 0 1 0 7
Wayne 4 0 1 0 1 6
Wexford 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 33 1 1 4 2 41



Appendix G -2007 PROGRAM OUTCOMES BY COUNTY - MALE

PRISONER
Successful  Rule Voluntary  Medical Unqualified Totals
Completion  Violator Withdrawal Termination
Alcona 0 0 0 0 0 0
Alger 0 0 0 0 0 0
Allegan 13 0 1 1 0 15
Alpena 2 0 0 1 0 3
Antrim 2 0 0 1 0 3
Arenac 0 0 0 0 0 0
Baraga 1 0 0 0 0 1
Barry 1 0 1 0 0 2
Bay 8 0 0 1 0 9
Benzie 1 0 0 0 0 1
Berrien 35 0 4 0 0 39
Branch 2 0 1 0 0 3
Calhoun 5 0 1 2 0 8
Cass 8 1 1 0 0 10
Charleviox 1 0 0 0 0 1
Cheboygan 4 0 0 1 0 5
Chippewa 0 0 0 0 0 0
Clare 0 0 0 0 0 0
Clinton 7 0 0 0 0 7
Crawford 0 0 0 0 0 0
Delta 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dickinson 1 0 0 0 1 2
Eaton 1 0 0 0 0 1
Emmet 3 0 0 0 0 3
Genesee 36 0 3 6 1 46
Gladwin 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gogebic 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grand Traverse 14 0 2 0 0 16
Gratiot 3 0 1 0 0 4
Hillsdale 8 0 0 1 0 9
Houghton 0 0 0 0 0 0
Huron 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ingham 9 1 0 1 0 11
lonia 3 0 1 0 0 4
losco 1 0 0 0 0 1
Iron 4 0 0 0 0 4
Isabella 6 0 0 0 0 6
Jackson 15 0 1 0 0 16
Kalamazoo 27 0 1 2 0 30
Kalkaska 0 0 0 0 0 0
Kent 56 1 7 3 0 67
Keweenaw 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lake 2 0 0 1 0 3
Lapeer 1 0 0 0 0 1




Appendix G - 2007 PROGRAM OUTCOMES BY COUNTY - MALE
PRISONER - Cont.

Successful  Rule Voluntary  Medical Unqualified Totals
Completion  Violator Withdrawal Termination

Leelanau 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lenawee 8 0 1 1 1 11
Livingston 3 0 2 1 0 6
Luce 1 0 0 0 0 1
Mackinac 0 0 0 0 0 0
Macomb 65 1 5 2 4 77
Manistee 5 0 0 0 0 5
Marquette 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mason 1 0 0 0 0 1
Mecosta 4 0 0 0 0 4
Menominee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Midland 3 0 0 0 0 3
Missaukee 1 0 0 0 0 1
Monroe 9 0 0 0 1 10
Montcalm 3 0 0 0 0 3
Montmorency 0 0 0 1 0 1
Muskegon 30 1 1 0 0 32
Newaygo 3 0 1 1 0 5
Oakland 38 1 3 5 1 48
Oceana 0 0 0 1 0 1
Ogemaw 3 0 0 0 0 3
Ontonagon 0 0 0 0 0 0
Osceola 5 0 1 0 0 6
Oscoda 0 0 0 0 0 0
Otsego 8 0 0 1 1 10
Ottawa 4 0 0 1 0 5
Presque lIsle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Roscommon 4 0 0 0 0 4
Saginaw 13 0 1 1 0 15
St. Clair 9 0 0 0 0 9
St. Joseph 11 0 2 4 1 18
Sanilac 3 0 0 0 0 3
Schoolcraft 0 0 0 0 0 0
Shiawassee 6 0 1 0 0 7
Tuscola 5 0 0 0 0 5
Van Buren 4 0 0 1 0 5
Washtenaw 20 0 2 2 2 26
Wayne 95 7 9 8 2 121
Wexford 3 0 0 2 0 5
TOTAL 647 13 54 53 15 782



Appendix G -2007 PROGRAM OUTCOMES BY COUNTY - FEMALE
PRISONER

Successful  Rule Voluntary  Medical Unqualified Totals
Completion  Violator Withdrawal Termination

o

Alcona
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Allegan
Alpena
Antrim
Arenac
Baraga
Barry
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Benzie
Berrien
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Calhoun
Cass
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Cheboygan
Chippewa
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Lake
Lapeer
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Appendix G -2007 PROGRAM OUTCOMES BY COUNTY - FEMALE
PRISONER - Cont.

Successful  Rule Voluntary Medical Unqualified Totals
Completion Violator Withdrawal Termination

Leelanau 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lenawee 1 0 0 0 0 1
Livingston 1 0 0 0 0 1
Luce 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mackinac 0 0 0 0 0 0
Macomb 3 0 0 1 0 4
Manistee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Marquette 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mason 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mecosta 0 0 0 0 0 0
Menominee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Midland 0 0 0 0 0 0
Missaukee 0 0 0 0 0 0
Monroe 3 0 0 0 0 3
Montcalm 2 0 0 0 0 2
Montmorency 0 0 0 0 0 0
Muskegon 2 0 0 1 0 3
Newaygo 0 0 0 0 0 0
Oakland 6 0 0 1 0 7
Oceana 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ogemaw 1 0 0 0 0 1
Ontonagon 0 0 0 0 0 0
Osceola 0 0 0 0 0 0
Oscoda 0 0 0 0 0 0
Otsego 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ottawa 1 0 0 0 0 1
Presque lIsle 0 0 0 0 0 0
Roscommon 0 0 0 0 0 0
Saginaw 1 0 0 0 0 1
St. Clair 1 0 0 0 0 1
St. Joseph 1 0 0 1 0 2
Sanilac 0 0 0 0 0 0
Schoolcraft 0 0 0 0 0 0
Shiawassee 2 0 0 0 0 2
Tuscola 0 0 0 0 0 0
Van Buren 0 0 0 0 0 0
Washtenaw 1 1 1 0 0 3
Wayne 4 1 0 2 1 8
Wexford 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 56 2 1 10 1 69



Appendix H -2007 MONTHLY PROGRAM OUTCOMES - PRISONER

MALE

Successful Rule Voluntary Medical Unqualified Totals

Completion  Violator Withdrawal  Termination
JANUARY 52 3 0 8 2 65
FEBRUARY 44 0 3 5 1 53
MARCH 54 0 2 4 2 62
APRIL 49 1 1 4 0 55
MAY 66 1 9 6 2 84
JUNE 58 3 4 8 3 76
JULY 61 2 6 0 0 69
AUGUST 65 0 5 4 1 75
SEPTEMBER 30 1 2 3 0 56
OCTOBER 65 0 8 4 1 78
NOVEMBER 35 0 8 2 2 47
DECEMBER 48 2 6 5 1 62
TOTAL 647 13 54 53 15 782
FEMALE

Successful  Rule Voluntary Medical Unqualified Totals

Completion  Violator Withdrawal Termination
JANUARY 4 0 0 1 0 5
FEBRUARY 5 0 0 0 0 5
MARCH 4 0 0 1 0 5
APRIL 6 1 0 2 0 9
MAY 5 0 1 1 0 7
JUNE 6 0 0 0 0 6
JULY 2 0 0 0 0 2
AUGUST 3 0 0 1 0 4
SEPTEMBER 4 1 0 0 0 5
OCTOBER 8 0 0 1 0 9
NOVEMBER 3 0 0 1 1 5
DECEMBER 6 0 0 1 0 7
TOTAL 56 2 1 9 1 69



Appendix | -2007 MONTHLY PROGRAM OUTCOMES - PROBATIONER

MALE

Successful Rule Voluntary Medical Unqualified Totals

Completion  Violator Withdrawal Termination
JANUARY 72 2 5 7 0 86
FEBRUARY 51 3 1 8 3 66
MARCH 48 4 6 6 2 66
APRIL 38 4 3 2 0 47
MAY 71 3 4 8 0 86
JUNE 74 6 1 6 0 87
JULY 64 2 6 7 2 81
AUGUST 51 4 5 4 1 65
SEPTEMBER 39 3 14 6 0 62
OCTOBER 49 0 10 1 1 61
NOVEMBER 63 8 5 4 3 83
DECEMBER 31 2 2 9 2 46
TOTAL 651 41 62 68 14 836
FEMALE

Successful  Rule Voluntary Medical Unqualified Totals

Completion  Violator Withdrawal = Termination
JANUARY 2 0 0 0 0 2
FEBRUARY 3 1 0 0 0 4
MARCH 2 0 0 1 1 4
APRIL 4 0 0 0 0 4
MAY 2 0 0 0 0 2
JUNE 2 0 0 0 0 2
JULY 4 0 0 0 0 4
AUGUST 4 0 0 0 1 5
SEPTEMBER 4 0 1 0 0 5
OCTOBER 3 0 0 1 0 4
NOVEMBER 2 0 0 2 0 4
DECEMBER 1 0 0 0 0 1
TOTAL 33 1 1 4 2 41



2007 GRADUATES BY SEX
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COMPARATIVE PROGRAM OUTCOMES — MALES 2006 AND 2007

Prisoners Probationers

2006 2007 2006 2007
Terminations
Successful Completions 717 (90.3%) 647 (90.6%) 623 (90.6%) 651 (86.3%)
Voluntary Withdrawals 57 ( 7.2%) 54 ( 7.6%) 30 ( 4.4%) 62 ( 8.2%)
Rule Violators 20 ( 2.5%) 13 ( 1.8%) 35 ( 5.0%) 41 ( 5.4%)
Total 794 714 688 754
Unqualified
Medical Terminations 87 53 76 64
Unqualified by statute 14 15 11 12
Total Program Exits 895 782 775 830

Appendix K



COMPARATIVE PROGRAM OUTCOMES - FEMALES 2006 AND 2007

Prisoners Probationers

2006 2007 2006 2007
Terminations
Successful Completions 87 (96.7%) 56 (94.9%) 29 (93.5%) 33 (194.3%)
Voluntary Withdrawals 0 ( 0.0%) 1 (1.7%) 0 ( 0.0%) 1 ( 2.9%)
Rule Violators 3 ( 3.1%) 2 ( 3.4%) 2 ( 6.5%) 1 ( 2.9%)
Total 90 59 31 35
Unqualified
Medical Terminations 13 9 7 4
Unqualified by statute 1 1 1 2
Total Program Exits 104 69 39 41

Appendix K



COMPARATIVE STATUS OF PROBATIONER GRADUATES 2006 AND 2007

Males

Females 2006

On probation or have
Completed probation

Re-sentenced to prison
as probation violator

Re-sentenced to prison
as probation violator with
new convictions

Re-sentenced to prison for
crimes committed after
completing SAI

468 (75.1%) 574 (88.1%)

99 (15.9%)

On probation or have
Completed probation 23 (79.3%)

Re-sentenced to prison
as probation violator 3 (10.3%)

Re-sentenced to prison
as probation violator with
new convictions 1 (3.4%)

Re-sentenced to prison for
crimes committed after
completing SAI 2 (6.9%)

Total

Appendix L

Total 29

32 (97.0%)



